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1 . Applicant's election with traverse of Species II of the wall with a set of doors as 
drawn to figures 4-1 1 in the reply filed on October 18, 2007 is acknowledged. The 
traversal is on the grounds that the mutually exclusive structural characteristics 
identified by the examiner are not regarded at present to be essential parts of the 
invention as claimed in the independent claims. 

This is not found persuasive because the applicant has not submitted evidence 
or identify such evidence now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or 
clearly admit on the record that this is the case. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

Accordingly, claim 5 is withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 
1 .142(b), as being drawn to a nonelected Species. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4,6-9,11,12,14-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ruffner (U.S. Patent No. 6,035,253) in view of Stroup et al (U.S. 
Patent No. 3,090,427). Ruffner discloses a wall 15,16,20,21 with a set of doors 
comprising a first flexible door 12 having sealing elements 65,66,68,69, a second door 
1 1 having a rigid bottom edge with the flexible door 12 at least partially being arranged 
between the second door 1 1 and the wall 15,16,20,21 . While Ruffner does not disclose 
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the use of guide strips, Stroup et al disclose a door with a rigid bottom edge comprising 
a guide strip 9 on the wall 1 and a guide strip 20 on bottom edge of the door 1 9, 
wherein, to incorporate this teaching into the door of Ruffner for the purpose of guiding 
and maintaining a sealing engagement with the set of doors would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art. 

3. Claim 10, 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ruffner (U.S. Patent No. 6,035,253) in view of Stroup et al (U.S. Patent No. 3,090,427) 
as applied to claims 1-4,6-9,1 1 ,12,14-23 above, and further in view of Church (U.S. 
Patent No. 4,141,403). While Ruffner does not disclose the use of a cylinder for a guide 
surface, Church discloses a door using a cylinder 44,45 as a guide surface, wherein, to 
incorporate this teaching into the wall with a set of doors of Ruffner, as modified by 
Stroup et al, for its explicit purpose of guiding would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art. 

4. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ruffner 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,035,253) in view of Stroup et al (U.S. Patent No. 3,090,427) as 
applied to claims 1-4,6-9,11,12,14-23 above, and further in view of Horner et al (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,887,385). While Ruffner does not disclose guide tracks which are 
elastically or pivotably mounted to the wall, Horner et al disclose a door comprising 
guide tracks 20 which are elastically or pivotably mounted 48 to a wall, wherein, to 
incorporate this teaching into the wall with a set of doors of Ruffner, as modified by 
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Stroup et al, for the purpose of accommodating the movement of the doors would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art. 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 18-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 
Miale (U.S. Patent No. 4,653,566). Miale discloses the claimed set of doors including a 
first flexible door 72 and a second door 10 having at least a rigid bottom edge. 

6. The following prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent 
to applicant's disclosure: Norton, McNally, Bonacci et al, Dilich, Lichy, Snyder et al, 
Brunk. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to David M. Purol whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6833. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Katherine Mitchell, can be reached at (571) 272-7069. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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